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ABSTRACT * , 

fe effects of the sex of the respondect and of .the 
t.he victiffl bn reactions to rape victims nere 
examined* Nevspaper accounts described a rape and related sose of the 
▼ictii's tes1:i^ony at the trial of the accused rapist* The tricti«^s : 
testiaony was vajried as follows: -no icforaation on her sexual 
history, inforiation on sexual history prohibited . by the judge, 
^indication by, victim of an inactive sexual histoxfy , indication* by 
victim of an active sexual history, and refusal by victim to ans,yep 
question>s about her sexual history, fiesolts indicated consistent^ 
differences d^ue* to the sex of the respondent* Males tended to see *^e 
victim as a greater factor in her cwn rape and th^ rapist a«.'le^^ /J' 
responsible th?in 4id feaales* Tk!% effectsyof sexual history of theN ^ 
victim indicated that victims who refused Ao discuss their sexual/ . 
history were believed to be sexually active, and ' were assigned moyxe 
responsibility for the rape* (Author) ' ' 
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. , ' Se:^Tial ^Experience* as~a Faccof " ^ 

•in Reactions to -Rape Victims. * 

. In* retent~years 'an Increasln^-aroxT^nt of attention' ha5 teen given to the 

crime of rape and the legal rights of the rape victim. Although more than ' • 
• . ' - . / ' ' / • 

55,000 r^pes were reported In 1974; .official estimates of actual rapes are 

usually mifch higher. One reason for failing to report a rape is very likely 

the?' victim^ s anticipation of an embarr^assing and demeaning court appearances 

" • ' • > . 

during the trial. 

One of the major issues which concerns Individuals interested in the 
welfare of rape -victims la ^the admissibility of testi^nony relating to the* 
victim's past sexual behavior. For example,* in one state a woman's, p'ast sex- 
\ual experience is brought o"ut 'in court Tshether it^ Is^ relevant or not (Wallace, 
" * 1976). Legislators at several different levels are curirently considering feri- . 

acting laws (some have enacted , laws) which would protect, the victim's privacy 

^ ' ' - ^ • /• , * . * ' ' . * 

by. limiting greatly the inquiry into the victim's* sexual history (Staihar, 

1976). The argument ha^ been that t;he introduction of, such 'informatioa is an 

upnecessary in'sjasion ^of privacy and a poljential source of, Emotional harm. 

Other negative consequences iji "the form of a reduced l^-kelihood of conviction 

of ' the* rapist, more negative evaluation? of 'the victim, and a greater tendency 

for naive obseryei^e to see the victim 'as a precipi^tatlng factor^ in ^:he rape. ^ 

♦ ^ * ' ** 

are also suspected as a result of this information* One purpose of the present 

j^search was to explore some pdssible consequences resulting from the Intro- 

duction of information aboui; the victim's sexual life as* eviidence during a rape 

trial. . • ■ ' - ^ • ^ • . 

■^.•^ Another factor investigated in this paper was the effect of the sex'ot 

\, ; ' ' 'j:* V^'. * .i^^r^-^^^"^'^' 

tfie respondent oii reactions to rape victlm§. Evidence* on How the sex of the 
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respondenris related to social teactions^to the rape vifctOTls at present 
somewhat colitradictory^ • . Calhouh, Selby and Warring (1^76>. reported codsis- 
tent sex .differences, vflth men seeing the victim Jas ybre responsibly for her 
/&wn fate than did women; Jones and Aronson (1973X ^Qund no sex differences in 
the" attribution of fault to the rape victiin.. 

The pres*ent study was designed to .investigate the effects ot, information 
. ^ • ' • I / / ■ 

' a^ovt a victim's sexdal' history during the- tkxA of an individv4al accused of 

/ • '•7/ / " ' / ■ 

rapeV-and'the effects of the sex of 'the resioAdent on reactioiis to -the victim 



/ 



/ 



* aiid to the v^pist. 

. ^ ' . Method 
The /participants in the study w^re l^fe introductory/psychology students 
(62' females and 66 males) at a middle-rsU^^ the soutlieastem- 

United States. .The experimerlt was conducted during ridgular class periods • 

. .Booklets containing all of the ^icper Linental mayerials were ^dlstriouted 
to the class^ A cover sheet indicated that a Xeroxed copy of ai newspaper 
article describing a rape tfiaj. was attac 
assess the subject's reaction to the article* pie Xeroxed article was type 
set to appear like a column of newsprint 
Trial Begins". The story described the 
account off the rape Incident was provide 



• A bold face headline ^t^ad, "Rape 
irst day "of a rape trial^-. . 'A brief , 
^long wi^th some innocuous details i 
4 concerning the early proceedings • The ftrst three ,liaragraphs\were identical' , 



in all conditions. The final paragraph 



\ 



A 



Introduced the e^cperirae^ri^tal variations. 



,1 

"1 



The caatrol condition simply reported* that the trial^ adjourned ^or- t'b.e day. * 
^ ThV other four conditions described a sdquence^.in which the victauT was crosS|-^^ 
examined by the. defense attorney*. The attorney was attempfjjng t6 elicit in-* 
formation 'concerning the- victim's )?ast sfe^rtial act ivi ties ^The^ f out conditions 
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were as follows l * \, 

• The victim refused "io answer 'thra;^torney^s q 

* *. • . 
judge would not allow the vittim to respond since this' Mne of- 

^ questioning was »not permissible, / _ " ' ^ 

. 3. The victim rj^vealed a very inactive sexual history, 
* Tf^e victim revealed a very active sexual history. 

At' thife point all </f the ar&icles reported that court recessed "for the day. 

» / ' ' ^ • ■ \ ' 

.The questlonhalre ^consisted of 16 ^tems. Fo^ar items referred to tTie 

perceived causal role of the victim in' the rape. These items were combined 

to a simple measure 'of perceived cause 'with a range of A -to 2A. second. setfW 

six items dealt with the subject's interpersonal evaluation of the victim / 

CRubl-n, 197A). They were combined tp create a single "liking" measure (Bing^ 'V . 

\ 

a. /The extent to which the ^couMed rapist was a*t fault (Range -1-^) 

> ' . - U I • ' 1 1 ■ 

b/ The severity of punishment , that wou^d be appropriate (RangeZ/tS) 

/• .... //^' 

/ 



/c. The -bellevabiXity of the victiVs testimony (Range-1-6) 
* V /dl jhe extent to which the victlii\\had an unconscious desiref/to be raped 



(Range 1-6) 

/ 



' / e The relative responsibility of the victim and tapis^' for the episode 

^ / ■ 1. ■ / / 



/ 7 



/ 



• . / 



' (Range 1-10) 

^ .£. "The prior sexual' experienqe of t:ne victim (-Ranga l/6)^ 

When' the subjects had coir^leted the task, t}\e booklets were pollected and 

• ^' ■ ' i ' ■ - / //■■■ . . • /. 

the''e3fperimenter explained^ the purpose and' jjrocedure/ ai(d answered questions.' 

V ! ... • ' • ' ' ~ . . .••'/'./ i 
• A • Results 
.(-_-'-• • • ' 

' Reactjlqn to the accused rapist . 

• Ttt'e/ two items relevant the' rapist's r(^ie . /ev'ealed mil in effects fdr sex 



~6f respondentfHPema-les -saw the rapist a*s mote at fatilt *for-what happened than:: 
males (F(l,118) -3.70, £ <.06) . . Temales- also felt that the ragist should be 
iDore severely punished 'than males (£(1,118) - 3.76, £<.055). ".There were no 

_ r ■■ . .j. ^ . ' . ■ 

differences as, a function of testlmany -variations. ■ ' ' ^ ' . • 

Reactions -to the"' rape victim , 

\ r . ' 

♦ . There were five measures vhich dealt specifically with the reaction to 
t?T:ie, rape victim. On, the connposlte measure of the victio's causal role in 

.the'-incident there wa^ a significant main effect for §ex of respondent^ 

WomeYi saw the victim as piaying less of a causaL role thanV<Ud men (F^Cl^llS)^" 

8*86, p^.OOA). The question dealing with the victim's "unconscious desire 

to be raped"/ also revealed a seoc. of respondent "main effect . - feiftales felt the 

victim his less "Se^ire" to be raped (£(1,118) = 5.79, question 

preying tTf4T)elievability of the victim's testimony yielded no significant 

effects.' THI Liking index produced-a significant main effect for the testl- 

.. ffiony marviptilatlon (F(4,118) = 3.05, £'<.02).. The tw6 extreme means were In " 

-the -Control condition (M«30.75) and the Sexually Active condition (H=24.75). 
< » ^ * - « ^ * ' * 

.TT)e ^C<^trol;victim' was liked significantly more than the Sexually Active 



' victims 



\ The q,u;estion asking, subjects Jto -estimate the victim's sexual experience 
' pplo;r to the rape episode was included for two purposes. First, 'it served, as 
a manipulation chfidk to insure that , the Sexugl-ly 'Active and Sexually Xnaetive, 
•^Ivictims aiie perceived as- distinctly different. Second, it allowed for an . 
^evaluation of t^^^ssumjptions subjects make under the other Te^tdmony condl- 



^tions. .A-sigi\lficant. main -effect fox Testimony was revealed on ^his Itepi 
(F<4;iJL8) -=.7.^01, ^<.D09). A Newman^Kfeuls analysis .comparing all 'pairs of^ ^ 



'toeans .indicated .the following dif f-erence'i',: ' 



/ 5 

:-- : a) The Sfexually Inactlv.e Vlcf Im Has vlev^ed afi having had^^slgnif icantly 



^ less sexual experience than any of the- other victims 

' ' b) The Sexually ActJLv^ victim and the Refuse to Answer Victim we^e rated^ 

\ ........ . . \ / ^ . 

. * >as having significantly more sexual exper-ience than the other three 



victims. They did not differ ^Significantly^ each other* ^ 

c) The Control victim and jthe 'Judge ProTiibi^ .Testimony victim did cot 

^ . ^ . , ... " - • 

differ and they were^ vlewed^a^s-^^a^^ijig^^ sexual experience than 

^ -.^ • the" Sexually Inactive victim, but less^^^ the Sexually Active Or 

Refuse to Answer victim. 

R*eiative responsibility assigned ;to the victim and the' accused >aplst . 

One item asked the subjects to declde-^ow much responsibility to'a's^^ 

.each of^the participants., rije jpodslble opiriohs ranged from 0% vlc.tlm-rlOO% 

rapiSt, to lOOZ victlm-*0% rapist in 10% lncrements/dec^reme|^ts.. Analysis of , 

tfH3Ls It^ yielded a significant main .effect for ysex of respoft&entj and for 

testimony differences. The sex difference ds/conslstarit vitH tl^-c^t^her ItemsJ 

Females asslgne'd a smaller percentage ofrV^onslbllity to the Victim than . - 

did males (F(l,118 - 7.01, £-^.009). Tyk testimony effect (F(A,118) - 2.59, 

.p.'^i^.OA) indicated that the Refuse to Answer victim was assigned signif icatijtly 

■• ' - ;• . • I . 

mo^ responslDllity than ^th6 Judge ^Prohibits victim. ^ ' 



^ H * ^'^^ . " . pls.cusslon' " . ' 

. The preset findings demonstrate a rathe'r pervasive difference in te- 

^ actions to r^pe Inc^ldents as a functlon'of the sex. of the "Subject. Men 

tended to consistently view the rape victim as ^noref responsible for the out- 

' ^ ' * ^ ^ J ^ ^ ^ ^ ' ' - / 

^ . come than did women. Thle men, when compared to *the wome^n, saw the abcused^ 

rapist as less at fault, deserving' less sever^^ptinisiiBi^nt , and as >felng less 

responsible for the -episode. ^In addition, the menxviewed the vic-tim as having, 
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a greater' "unconscious desire .to be r4-e"d'^"~This -sex-diff erence in ^reaction 
to the victim supports the -findings of Calhoun,' Selby, and Warring (1976). 

; It' should b^ jioted .that neither men nbr women see the Victim as playing the 
dominant causal role in precipitating the rape. Women assign approximately 
25Z of the resporislbility- to the victim, , while men on the average* assign the 
victim 3AZ ?of the responsibility. Further research will bd required before 
any Sefinitive conclusions are ptjssible regarding the origin of this se** dif- 

. fer^ce' Its'^ocIbI xeactio'^n. ' One possibility is that women. tend to ^adopt the 
perspective of ^ the victim much more readily than men sing^, the victim, is a 

* The results 6f th^ varUa:tions. In se^al history provide an intriguing 
pattern ©f results with some r.ather serious implication^f^Althoygh- the u^n- 
ipulation. did^not influence .i^Lidgments concerning the' ylctim^s causal rple in 
the episode on the composite measure, the victim who Refused to provide the 
• info-rmation was assigned a significantly, greater proportion.of the jesponsi- 
bility'than the vllctim prohibited from .responding by the ji^dge* 

'Sexual history differences also led to significant diff^rehces in evalu- 

. ' - ' * * ' , ' - ' - — ' 

' ^.tion of the victim. A victini who is sexually active fs liked^ less than a 

^victim about whom no information is provided* This finding confirms the. fear 

^tiiat revealing S'uch background material may seriously affect the victlSi!s sub- 

^ * ^ ' ' • -A 

-sequeftr relations ^wlth others*'- , ' % 

^ The data regar^di^ng S\jibject's estimates of the victim's prior sexual ex- 
perience are esl^^cially discomforting' from the victim's pjersp^ctive. TJie ' 
victiifi'^ refusal to answer the questions qpncerning her sexural experiences 

^ \ , - '"^ ""^ ^ , ' ' - ^ ' 

leads observers to conclujde that she is sexually activsC^ .To the extent ^hat 
this' assumption has negative implications for the victim, as evidenced -l5y- 
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reactions- to^Xually-active -victim , her <eclslop tp wlthol<! this Informa- - 

■ - " ' . * <' ' - . " • " 

tloiL could damage her case. "When tbe judge ,prohll?lj;ssuch^stiTDO,hy, a6 would 
- .b.e the'case under recently' proposed "legislat^lon, the^^jects do" not assume 

. a high, levels of sexual activity. Cleari^,^the'^ortJation about a vicfimS 
" prior sexual behavior coald inflitfince observer's socfal reactions to het. /A., 
victim*"? oWatten^^s to*^' lirotect her right to privacy of informaticm nOt re- ,• 



levant-^to her case is -used as evidence againgjt her. , T'Then that" right is legally 
define^" however, the"vi<:tiia'does not suffer. The' f lilt extent .of this Impact 

' . , * " 1 , ' ' '■ • i , ' ' ' 

needs to be^more tTiorougtly investigated*,^ but as a preliminary finding, the ^ 
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^ present resulti^.^re significant. 
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1. ;fhe artic/<cs*.were prep^^r^d'With tke a§sistancfe of Ms. Nancy Brach'ey, 
a reporter with a local newspaper who had had* experience as a court 



Footnote^ V 



reporter. 
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